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AGENDA ITEIIS 30 to 45, 120 and 121 ( contipued) 

~.:c:_ SIDIK (Inc1onesic:,): Durinc; the general debate that has been 

going on for about tuo veelcs in this Committee, many delec;ations have reaffirmed 

in their statements the principles vrhich we laid dmm in the Final Document 

of the tenth special session of the General Assembly. 

The present session of this Committee will for the first time examine and 

assess to what extent the decisions and recommendaticns of the special session 

have been implemented and, of course, what further actions should be talcen to 

accelerate the process of their implementation. 

The sped.al session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament made a 

significant contribution J.n conceptualizinr; the problems of di.sarmament and in 

charting the d:i.rection of their solut:i.on. Among the positive aspects, we should 

mention the revitalization of the Disarmament Commission the creation of a nevr 

snd more democratic machinery for negotiations_ the Committee on Disarmament, and 

the establishment of numerous bodies charc;ed l·rith examinint; specific issues. 

Eq_ually important is the recognition accorded to the primary responsibility of 

the nuclear Pmrers to initiate the process of disarmament, and the legitimate 

interest of all States in participatint; on an eq_ual footing in disarmament efforts. 
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(Hr. Sidil<::, Indonesia) 

f1ore than a year has passed since the General Assembly at the special session 

defined the priority tasks and a strategy for the implementation of the Programme 

of Action, but the results of the process of the implementation of its decisions 

and recommendations have been meagre. He are still witnessing the continuation 

of the arms race, in particular the nuclear-arms race, vrhich poses a threat to 

mankind's survival. 

A comprehensive test-ban agreement, although pledged in the 1963 partial 

test-ban Treaty, has not yet materialized. Negotiations on the prohibition of 

chemical weapons have not yielded the desired results. The question of 

strengthening the non-proliferation regime has continued to challenge us. \,Je 

are confronted with the terrifying prospect of a new generation of weapons of 

mass destruction that might generate a new and even more dangerous course in the 

arms race. These developments underline the lack of progress in disarmament 

efforts and require the serious determination of all of us to translate those 

decisions into practical terms. 

There is no doubt that an important development this year was the signing 

of the SALT II agreement by the United States and the Soviet Union -vrhich has been 

hailed by the international community as a positive contribution to the avoidance 

of a nuclear -vrar. 'i'le are aware that, by itself, the present agreement is 

inadequate from the point of view of real disarmament. It is our earnest hope 

that SALT II will soon enter into force and pave the way for further agreements, 

ln particular in the field of nuclear disarmament. 

The Committee on Disarmament, the establishment of which was one of the 

major decisions of the special session, held its first session this year ln 

Geneva. The representative of Mexico, Mr. Garcia Robles, has in his usual 

eloquent way dealt at length -vrith the work of the Committee, expressing views 

-vrith which, generally speal<::ing, my delegation fully associates itself. 

Disappointment has been aired by a number of delegations regarding the fact 

that the achievements of the Committee on Disarmament at its spring and summer 

sessions this year have fallen short of expectations. \:.Jhile to a certain extent this 

disappointment is not groundless, we should at the same time bear in mind that 

the Committee has finally been a·ble to adopt a set of rules on which to base its 

future proceedings. In addition, it has been able to identify the agreed range of 
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(iJr. Sidilc, Ind~nesia) 

its reSJ_Jonsibilities. Hith so much time devoted to procedural and organizational 

issues, unfortunately not much time -vras left for in~depth negotiations on 

pressing matters. 

The effectiveness of the Conu11ittee on Disarmament a.s a multilateral 

nec;otiatinc; body vill be much enhanced by the participation of all nuclear Powers 

ln its vrork. In this connexion ue note the statement made by the representative 

of the People's Republic of China that it intends to participate in the Hork 

of the Committee next year. 

Against the bacl:ground of the continuine; threat posed by nuclear~weapons 

tests for the future of mankind, the question of a comprehensive test ban 

remains an issue of major importance. The three nec;otiatinc; Powers - the 

United Kingd011l, the United States and the Soviet Union ~ involved in a 

series of negotiations among themselves recently reported to the Committee 

on the status of those negotiations. The report, however, was short and 

superficial in nature. \/hat the Connui ttee needs, I believe, is a full report 

highlishtinc ae;reements reached and difficulties encountered. Hith such a 

report the Coll1111ittee would be able to play the role requirecl of it by the special 

session in the negotiating process. The villinrness of thP three Pouers to initiate 

nee;Gtiations in thcc Ccvmittee ,,-ouli "be P, stPD fonrard to>.Jarcls the conclusion 

of a COl11prehensive test~ban treaty. Ilowever, such -vrillingness remains lackinc;. 

In our opinion, the attitude of these three Powers is contrary to the spirit 

of the partial test-ban Treaty, which gives the parties to that Treaty an equal 

share in the rights and obligations in the search for agreement on a comprehensive 

test ban. 

One of the main difficulties encountered in reaching a test--ban agreement 

lS that uf itt> verification, a system for which should be established 

efficiently and effectively under strict international control. The on-c;oing 

-vrork done by the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Considering International 

Co--operative ~leasures to Detect and IC:0ntif:' Seismic Events is, judginc; from 

its report on its seventh session_ very usef'~l, and my delegation fully supports 

the continuation of the mandate of the Acl Hoc Group. In this respect, my 

delegation would lil<::e to extend its appreciation to the Netherlands and Svreclen 

for their invaluable contributions in submitting to the Committee on Disarmament 

proposals that could lead to the possibility of better detection and pinpointing 

of potential violations. 
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(dr. Sidil~, Indonesia) 

11. uelcome development arising out of the discussicm on chemical 1-Teapons 

was the submission to the Corrmittee by the two ner:otiating Pmrers, th0 United 

st 2 tes and the Soviet Union, of an agrPed ,joint proposal on the major elements 

of a treaty banning chemical veapcns. It lS our belief that this joint 

proposal can form the basis for negotiations by the Committee, taking into 

account also the proposal submitted by other melJlbers of the Committee. The 

consideration of this question Fould be facilitated by the establishment of an 

ad~oc 1wrl~inc; c,roup. ll[y delegation is fully mrare that the problem of 

verification is a complicated one and might hamper the achievement of an 

international ac;reement. i'-iy delegation tal~es note of the very serious efforts 

made by several countries to overcome the stid:y problem of verification. In 

this connexion, •·re are grateful to the Governments of the Federal Tiepublic of 

Germany and of the United I~ingdom for their conducting worl~shops early this year, 

since that has helped countries lil:e Indonesia to appreciate the practical 

probln1s and r:ossi'Jilities of verification, Fro strongly beli(~ve that 

verific~.tion is not an insurmountable problem. 

Un the question of verification as a whole, another possible system 

1rould be that provided by the establishment of an international satellite 

moni torinc; agency, as proposed by France. In his statement made 

on 29 October last, the representative of FrancP ., Hr. de la Gorce, commented 

on the report of the group of experts appointed by the Secretary-General, and 

supported the proposal for further in-depth study and the preparation of a 

comprehensive report. If such a system could be created - of course, vith the 

active collaboration of all States liembers, in particular the two super-Powers ~· 

it would play a vital role in the verification of many disarmament agreements, 

either as an independent entity or in co-operation -vrith other international 

agencies for disarmament. 

In his statement before the General Assembly, my Foreic;n !!ini ster, 

Hr. Kusumaatmadja, spoke of the need for security guarantees for the non-nuclear

weapon States. 
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(Mr. Sidik, Indonesia) 

He sai<l: ''Efforts in this regard did not succeed owing to disagreement among the 

nuclear-weapon States on providing such a guarantee" (A/34/PV.lO, p.66). It may 

be recalled that the nuclear Powers have made unilateral declarations on the 

non-use of nuclear Heapons as a means of strengthening the security of non-nuclear

weapon States. However, we believe that to be effective and credible, such 

unilateral declarations should be transformed into a legally binding agreement. 

The constant appeal by the non-nuclear-weapon States in this regard has 

not received any positive response. The ultimate assurance, of course, as also 

stated by my Foreign Minister, is the total prohibition of the use or threat of 

use of nuclear weapons in any circumstances, and the destruction of such weapons. 

Because of its importance to the non-nuclear-1veapon States, this issue merits 

priority consideration. 

The revitalized Disarmament Commission, which met last May, has proved to 

provide a useful forum for all h'Iember States. Its recommendation as contained in 

its report accords with the priorities set at the special session. My delegation 

'-Tishes to point out, however, that some elements 1-rhich my delegation regards as 

important have not been included, owing to lack of agreement. 

The rapid advances in military technology have focused attention on the 

inhwnan and indiscriminate effects of the use of these weapons. The concern of 

the international community as regards the prohibition or restriction of the use 

of certain conventional weapons had been voiced as far back as the late 1960s, 

lvhen action on it was initiated from both -vrithin 2nd outside the United Nations. 

In the most recent United Nations Conference on prohibitions or restrictions of 

use of inhwnane conventional weapons, convened in Geneva in September 1979 under 

the efficient and effective leadership of Ambassador Adeniji of Nigeria, no 

conclusive agreement was arrived at, although we note that some progress was 

made. In some areas only a few differences remain while in some other areas 

difficult negotiations still have to be undertaken. Hy delegation hopes that 

the second session of the Conference, which it is proposed should be held next 

year, will be able to bridge the existing divergent positions and conclude 

its work successfully. 
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(Mr. Sidik, Indonesia) 

As our country borders the Indian Ocean, my Government is firmly committed 

to the implementation of thP declaration of thP Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. 

My delegation feels encouraged by the recommendation of the recent Meeting of 

the Littoral and Hinterland States of the Indian Ocean that a conference on the 

Indian Ocean be convened. As a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, 

my delegation fully supports the holding of the conference in 1981 in Colombo. 

It is our hope that the permanent members of the Security Council and the major 

maritime users will participate actively in the preparation as well as the work 

of the conference itself, in order to facilitate the attainment of the objectives 

of the Declaration. 

At this juncture, it might be appropriate for my delegation to refer to 

the contribution made by the Association of South East Asian Nations (ASEru~), to 

which Indonesia belongs, to the promotion of international peace and security 

in our region. Indonesia and the countries in the region believe that the success 

of their respective national development plans depends on the existence of security, 

peace and stability in the area. To this end the States members of ASEAN have 

undertaken since 1971 efforts to secure international recognition of and respect for 

South-East Asia as a zone of peace, freedom and neutrality. The declaration of 

the zone of peace was followed in 1976 by the Declaration of ASEAiil. Concord, and the 

Treaty of Amity and Co-operation, all of which seek to strengthen close co-operation 

among its member States. This undertaking to establish a zone of peace in South

Ea~t Asia was noted at the special session and referred to in paragraph 64 (a) of 

the Final Document. 

Finally, my delegation believes that any meaningful effort by the international 

community tovrards diarmament will be valn if its attitude is characterized by a 

lack of mutual trust and confidence. Living in an interdependent world, in which 

peace and security are inseparable, we can only work for the preservation of peace 

and stability for ourselves and for future generations in a climate of mutual 

trust and mutual respect. 
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Mrs. GORDAH (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): Hr. Chairman, 

the Tunisian delegation has no doubt that under your guidance the work of our 

Committee will be successful, I should like to take this opportunity to 

reiterate the great interest accorded by my country to the consideration of such 

a crucial item as disarmament, which was also the subject of attention by 

the Sixth Conference (,f Heads of State or Government of the T,Jon-Aligned Countries. 

The Conference reaffirmed the attachment of the Hon-Alie;ned Hovement to the 

goal of general and complete disarmament under effective international control 

and stressed the central role of the General Assembly in this area. 

The Committee is charged exclusively with the consideration of the problems 

of disarmament, security and allied questions, and this shows, if there is any 

need of further proof, the great priority which the international community 

extends unanimously to questions which to a large extent and decisively determine 

the conditions of life of men and the state of international relations. 

Ever since the question was first submitted to study everything possible has 

been said over and over again in a thousand and one vays, with talent, corLpetence 

and r,reat conviction. Unfortunately, although everything has been said, and 

important decisions and resolutions have been adopted very little bas been done 

and a great deal remains to be done as the First Disarmament Decade draws to its 

close. The work of our organization ln certain fields sometimes gives the 

impression, rightly or wrongly, that it is coming to resemble ever more closely a 

mere rhetorical exercise. Some might be tempted to give way to a feeling of 

weariness and, even worse, of scepticism, were it not that they were armed in 

advance with a genuine and constantly renewed faith in the United Nations 

and its necessary and indispensable role, and were the stake not so important 

for the survival of mankind. 

The facts today certainly do not encourage optimism. The facts are very 

far from promoting and helping to bring about disarmament, the s~ccessive stages 

of which should, in our vie-vr, make it possible to strengthen detente, then 

guarantee international security and finally, as an ultimate goal, promote the 

advent of a world of peace in which the principles of equality and justice will 

prevail. 
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In so many places in the world there is tension, instability and insecurity. 

International relations have been exacerbated by ideological, political and 

economic antagonisms. Interventions in the internal affairs of States, nressure 

and threats are common practices today. J\lon::; uith this - cmd here, cause anct 

effect are inextricably linked -the arms race knows no respite. The stockpiles 

of ever more sophisticated and hence more dcstructi ve veapons are pilinp: 

up in the military arsenals, which are no longer the exclusive preserve of the 

major Pmv-ers. The dizzying increase in military expenditures - and the figures 

quoted now arount to ~45 billion a year for the manufacture of weapons 

and for weapons research and development - and the intensive Rnd 

uninterrupted lilobilization of human and material potential constitutes a reality 

vrhich exceeds all bounds. 

llention has also been made of an indication given by the Stockholm International 

Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) to the effect that the growing expenditure 

on armaments in the third uorld is higher than the sum devoted to development 

assistance. 

This shows that most of the third·--1-rorld countries have been forced, in 

spite of their repugnance, to mal<:e sacrifices to the detriment of their 

development in order to ensure their national security at a time vhen the 

recrudescence of acts of aggression has created a climate of insecurity. 

In consequence, ve have to maintain the necessary momentu.m st!lrtc::>d by the 

special session and to translate its recommendations into reality. 

The Final Document of the special session is, in our view, sonetl1in~ of 

extreme importance. The decisions ancl recommendations containecl therein should 

be considered as the best possible point of reference in guiding and directing 

the efforts of the international conununity in the field of disarmament. 
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That is why the balance established in the principles worked out in 

the course of preparing that text can only be preserved if it is maintained 

ui thin its original framevrork. 

The document derives its strength from the fact that it vras negotiated 

and adopted on the basis of consensus. 

'I'he record of the past year, while not exactly negative, is hardly 

encouraging. The policy of the e:reat Powers, based on the balance of power 

and mutual deterrence, is tending to maintain itself as the foundation of 

international relations. ~Tmr the success of our efforts depends in large 

part on the measures ·vhiclJ those Pm-rers adopt to take account of the vieus 

and aspirations of all the other States. 

Priority hs.s been accorded to nuclear disarmament and to raeasures which 

could ·be taken in that field without prejudice to other urgent matters. However 

concern for the right to security should in no vray be allovred to justify 

the ~1aintenance of monstrous nuclear arsenals, still less the vertical or 

horizontal proliferation of nuclear -vreapons. Fe must reaffirr:1 the primary 

responsibility of the nuclear Povrers, and particularly the two major nuclear Povrers. 

In that regard, my Government Has gratified at the conclusion of the 

SALT II agreement between the Soviet Union anCI the United States as a stage 

on the 1-ray tmrards more effective disarmament measures, particularly towards 

the total cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and the reduction 

of existing arsenals to the point of their total elimination. 

Concernin[': the baltinc of the nuclear ar111s race, the proposal :r;oade to the 

Com~ittee on Disarmament by the socialist countries and contained in 

document CD/4 with regard. to negotiations on halt inc; the manufacture of all 

types of nuclear Heapons and on the gradual reduction of stockpiles of such 

1-rcoapons to the point of total elimination is sm1ething which deserves our 

attention. 

He are on the very eve of the Second Revievr Conference of the Parties 

to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear VTeapons and it is 

rec:rettahle that at this stat;e, in spite of the :Provisions contained in 

the preamble of the Treaty and the urgent appeals of the international 

community,as reflected in a large number of resolutions, the major nuclear 
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Powers parties to the tripartite negotiations on the total prohibition of 

nuclear tests have not found it possible to present to the Comndttee on 

Disarmament a substantial report delineatinr: genuine progress in their 

negotiations. 

He must lay further stress on the importance and urgency of 

concluding this Treaty in order to resolve the proble:r.J. of nuclear 

proliferation. What is at stake here is not only the credibility of the 

nuclear Powers but also that of the Treaty itself VThich even now, not vrithout 

cause, does not enjoy the confidence of part of the international community. 

This leads me to speak briefly about the Committee on Disarmament. 

r'ly delegation at this stage does not uant to nake a value judc;eT_'.ent on the 

work of the Committee itself, but vrould rather drav a preliminary 

conclusion. The Committee must be able to discharge the functions entrusted 

to it as the sole multilateral ne[jotiating body. It has been clearly laid down 

that the problems of disarmament, given the interdependence of the world today, 

are the concern of all - 1rithout particular responsibility naturally reserved 

for the major Pm.rers. But all responsibility is accompanied by a duty and 

that duty entails at a certain stare the necessity of associatinc: the negotiating 

body in the vrorl:, its I"_er.·bershin beinr: limited precisely for that reason. 

All bilateral or trilateral negotiations which have to be reflected 

in the texts and treaties to be submitted to all States so that they may 

subscribe to them - and I am thinkinf" of the nep:otiations on the banninr: of 

chemical weapons and on banning nuclear tests because these are still on the 

ac:enda of the Co~nittee - must necessarily be the subject of detailed reports 

to the Committee on Disarmament in order to enable it to discharge the functions 

for which it was created. 

I now come to an aspect of the arms race to which my country also 

attaches great importance: namely, that of the manufacture, trading in and 

transfer of conventional weapons which, directlY or indirectly, threaten 

regional stability, peace and security, and jeopardize our efforts to 

establish a more just international economic order. 

Steps towards disarmament must also be talcen within this context, 

::aubject to the right of States to safeguard their national defence and 

security, and also the right of people struggling for their liberation. 
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\·!e could, for examr~le, consider the examination of that item by the 

Disarmament Commission. 

He have placed great hope in the proposal of France to convene a 

disarmament conference in Europe, a geographical region 1vhere the rivalry 

of the major military alliances is at the very centre of the unbridled 

nuclear and conventional arms races. The coastal States of the Hediterranean 

whose security depends to a large extent upon that of Eurone cannot remain 

indifferent to that idea. That explains the interest of my Government 

in the conference on the security and co-operation of Europe. 

The Minister for Foreign Affairs of my country raised this question 

at the rostrum of the General Assembly when he said: 

"Acting in its geographical context, Tunisia believes that the 

States bordering on the Mediterranean constitute a group that is 

united by a common destiny and that, therefore, it is most important 

for them to >vork towards a policy of security aimed particularly 

at turning that interior sea into a peaceful lake. 

"This process, which culminated in Helsinki, which >vas discussed 

again in Belgrade and in Malta, and which will also be dealt with soon 

in f·Tadrid, contains the seeds of a new relationship based on security 

and co-operation and the search for complementarity rather than 

antagonism" (A/34/PV .12, pp. 53-55). 

The third-world countries are concerned by the increase 1n the nuclear 

potential of South Africa and Israel vrhich has been creating a very serious 

situation liable to jeopardize the prospects for creating denuclearized zones 

in Africa and the Hiddle East. My delegation is particularly concerned at 

the announcement made a few days ago about a nuclear explosion which the 

South African regime was reported to have set off. That act constitutes 

defiance of our Organization and poses very serious threats to peace and 

security, not only in Africa but in the world at large. 

vle have already had occasion in the past to warn the international 

community against the dangers of nuclear co-operation vhich certain 

Western countries and Israel have been according to to the racist regime in 

defiance of resolutions of the General Assembly and of the Security Council. 
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Our apprehensions have noi-r been entirely vindicated. 

(Mrs. Gordah, Tunisia) 

The -vrill of the States of the Biddle East to establish a nuclear-"~<reapon

free zone has come up against the formidable potential of the most sophisticated 

-vreapons, including nuclear -vreapons, possessed by Israel which unfortunately 

benefits from assistance of the same kind as that accorded to South Africa. 

If the United Nations does not take detPrmined action to enforce 

the application ct' the resolutions it has adopted, is it not to be feared 

that certain countries of these regions -vrill seek to acquire, in their turn, 

equivalent means to ensure their security? It is for this reason that my 

delegation believes that we should support the proposal of a provisional 

comrni ttee to convene a conference in Sri Lanka in 1981 to implement the 

Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. 

'rhe danger of nuclear proliferation should not be allowed to constitute 

a brake on the peaceful use of nuclPRr 0nergy for purposPs of development 

or further to block opportunities for such use. The United Nations has 

just devoted an international conference to the subject of science and 

technology for development and it HOuld be regrettable if the developing 

countries were not able to use thP contribution of nuclear energy to 

overcome their lag in development and to meet more effectively their immense 

needs in all areas. 



HG/5 A/C .1/31~/PV .29 
21 

Uirs. Gordah, Tunisia) 

f:'urthen10re, the right of access to nuclear enerc;y for peaceful purposes 

is explicitly laid down in the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

i·Iy country belongs to that group of third-vrorld nations which, 

on the domestic front has been devoting the bulk of its resources to 

develo-pment and uhich in external affairs has been basing its policy on the 

principles of mutual respect, and sovereign equality among States and peoples. 

The process of detente must therefore be clearly highlighted in order 

to dispel fears \Thich prompt countries, particularly those of the third world. 

to intensify their arms acquisition to the detriment of development resources. 

At a time lrhen the United Nations is on the brink of the Third Development 

Decade, it is necessary to provide it with the resources it needs to reach 

its goals by placing disarmament at the service of development. 
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r:r. EL-CHOUFI (Syrian f,re.b Republic) (interpretation froN ,,racic): 'i''>-

link between disl'lr:c:.En:nt and the settlement of regional and internatior.al disputes 

is very close. The repercussions bet-vreen these problems are clear, '1S indicated in 

the Final Vocurr.ent of the tenth special session of the General Asserrbly. The 

conclusion that can be dravn from that Document is that any pror;ress in 

disarmament I'lUSt to a lar:;e extent hin::;e on a settlemen.t of ret_~ional }Jroblei.ls. 

Obviously the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones is a basic step tovarcJ.s 

general and complete disarmament and, more particularly, nuclear disan!J.anent. 

But the creation of such zones calls for their effective and total denucleari zR.t ion. 

This principle flows fro11 the :~eport of the (jOVe.rTlYilental experts, drafted pursuant 

to General Assembly resolution 3261 (XXIX), pal'C!.[Taph 90 of 1rhich states: 

"Nuclear-weapon-free zone arrangements must ensure th2t the zone 

would be, and would remain, effectively free of all nuclear w·eapons. 

The zone arrangements must contain an effective system of verification 

to ensure full coNpliance with the agreed oblir:;atio!:'ls." (A/10027/Add.l, 

para. 90) 

Another parac;raph of that same report reads as fol1ovrs: 

"The experts consider that the basic princirJle c;overninr; the 

creation of denuclearized zones is the prohibition of the production 

or acquisition of fissile material by the countries cornposin['; tllat zone 

and parties to the treaty." 

In the operative part of resolution 3263 (XXIJc) of Decenber 1964 llith 

regard to the l'Iiddle East as a nuclear->-reapon-free zone the General Assemuly: 
111. Cor.rrnends the idea of the establishment of a nuclear-free zone 

in the re13ion of the Hiddle East; 

"2. Considers that, in order to advance the idea of a nuclear-veapon

free zone in the rep;ion of the lliddle East, it is inuispensable that all 

parties concerned in the area proclair2 solePmly and irr:mediately their 

intention to refrain, on a reciprocal basis, from producing, testin:, 

obtaining, acquirinr: or in any other way posqessing nucles,r weapons." 

/ ... 
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'rhat resolution also 

"Calls unon the parties concerned in the area to accede to the Treaty 

on the Han-Proliferation of Nuclear Heapons 11 and 

"Expresses the hope that all States, in particular the nuclear-weapon 

States, will lend their full co-operation for the effective realization of 

the aims of the present resolution. 11 

Durinf, the thirtieth regular session of the General Assembly, in 1975, the 

Assembly reiterated its previous appeal to all parties concerned to accede to 

the Non-Proliferation Treaty in order to achieve these c;oals and to ensure the 

e;oodi-rill of these countries idth rec;ard to the implementation of the principles 

contained in that resolution. At the thirty-second regular session of the 

General Assembly, in 1978, the Assern.bly asked all States to subject their nuclear 

activities to the safeguards and c;uarantees of the International Atomic Energy 

Agency ( IAEA). Hy country has from the very outset subscribed to the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty, whereas Israel has not done so. Israel is tryinc; 

to acquire nuclear neapons, as is daily announced in the mass media. This 

attests to the bad faith and intentions of Israel with regard to its adherence 

to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

In the course of the introduction of the first of the resolutions on the 

Middle East as a nuclear-iTeapon-free zone at the twenty-ninth session of the 

General Assembly, Iran and Egypt stressed the role that could be played by 

non-nuclear--vreapon States in the creation of denuclearized zones. Egypt said 

that adherence to the Treaty was a prior condition for the establishment of 

nuclear-VTeapon-free zones. These conditions have been reiterated in all 

subsequent resolutions on the subject. Yet Israel has continued to reject 

those resolutions and others of the General Asser.1bly concerning this matter. 

So far Israel has refused to sign the !Jon-Proliferation 'l'reaty, which 

indicates its intentions in the matter. Although Israel has not categorically 

refused to adhere to the Treaty itself, the conditions that it has inwosed 

go even beyond a categorical refusal. Thus the proposal to make the Niddle East 

a nuclear-weapon-free zone faces an unsurr:1ountable obstacle, since Israel is the 

only country of the region i-Thich, in the course of the votes taken every year, 

/ ... 
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refuses to support resolutions concerning the establishment of that area as a 

nuclear-1-reapon-free zone, imposes conditions and continues to try to obtain 

political advantaGes. 

He lmou what the results of the votes on this question have been in the 

First Committee and the General Assembly, and vre do not have to stress that 

B.gain. Dut every year the nur11ber of the countries supporting these resolutions 

c-rmrs. A :r,1ere comparison of the results of the votes at the tw·enty-ninth 

sesslon in 1974 and the thirty-third session in 1978 attests to that statement. 

The basic eler,lents l·rhich still make the situation ever more precarious 

and dangerous are as we see then, the folloving. First, Israel has not 

adhered to the TrLaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear ~Teapons; secondly, 

Israel continues to refuse to allaH its nuclear activities and institutions 

to be placed under the safeguards of the IAEA; thirdly, vre are almost 

convinced that Israel now in fact possesses nuclear weapons, and I shall 

later in r,w staten1ent give the evidence that leads us to this conviction. 

Israel has entered the phase of the production of conventional weapons and their 

sale to countries knmm for their ae;gressive policies. That in itself is a 

troublinG element in certain regions of the world, such as southern Africa; 

I arr1 also thinking of the regime of Somoza and others. 

If differences of view and approach in different rer,ions have delayed the 

creation of nuclear-ueapon-free zones, the main differences of opinion existing 

between the countries of the Hiddle East and Africa, on the one hand, and the 

regimes of Tel Aviv and Pretoria, on the other, mal;:e it impossible for us to 

hope to achieve our objective of havine; the Hiddle East and Africa declared 

nuclear-weapon-free zones. The differences between the t1-ro parties go beyond 

mere formalities; they touch upon the very survival of the illegal racist 

recimes and concern principles of international law, the terms of the charter, 

the right of peoples to self-determination, the non-use of force in international 

relations, respect for independence, sovereignty and human rie:hts, the struggle 

ae;ainst racisrn and apartheid, and the inadmissibility of the acquisition of 

territory by force. 

The areas of the I1iddle East and Africa are two exceptional cases quite 

different from that of Latin America. So long as the problems of occupied 

territories and of peoples that are dispersed or vrhose livelihood is threatened 

rer11ain unsolved, the quest for more sophisticated vreapons will continue and be 

intensified. 
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'Hi th regard to the security of these illegal regimes emd their need 

to obtain nuclear weapons in order to assure their survival, the ans1·rers 

given have always been included in reports. In paragraph 84, of the report 

to which I have referred it is stated: 

(spoke in English) 

;
1The premise upon lvhich any nuclear-w·eapon-free zone must 

be based 1vill be the conviction of States that their vital security 

interests i·rould be enhanced. and not jeopardized by participation. 

It was argued by several experts that the presence of nuclear 

weapons in regions 1-rould threaten the security of States in that 

region, not excluding the possessor of the weapons or the country 

in which they are deployed, and that there is accordingly a junction 

of national and regional interests in regions ivhere these weapons 

do not exist in ensuring their total absence. The situation in 

areas where nuclear weapons are already present vrill be different 

and will raise particular issues for the security of States. 

These issues would have to fonn a major consideration in any 

proposal for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone. 

Several experts pointed out that there may be regions in which 

nuclear-weapon-free zones are impracticable or where their creation 

may not improve the security of the States of the area.;; 

(continued in Arabic) 

Thus the experts refute the theory of deterrence that Israel and South 

Africa are trying to use as far as their neighbours are concerned. 

The Hiddle East and Africa represent two analogous situations, since 

both regions are developing areas torn asunder by internal conflicts of 

all kinds and also are beset by the catastrophe embodied in foreign 

occupation, racial discrimination and the exploitation of their national 

resources by intruders and colonizers. The very serious situations in 

the Hiddle East and in South Africa, make the acquisition of nuclear 

weapons under any guise a matter of grave concern to all the countries 

neighbouring on those regions that feel themselves directly affected. 
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nuclear w·eapons in the hands of the racists of South Africa do not, it is 

true, threaten the United States of America or other continents of the e 

1-mrld. So, too~ the nuclear weapons held by the racist Zionist 

authorities are a threat only to the Arabs. But those hel0 by South 

Africa threaten the entire African continent, and particularly the 

neighuours of South Africa. Vorster had the arroGance to threaten 

President Kaunda in 1970 openly by saying, 

(~poke in English) 

"Zambia 1vould be hit so hard that she vrould never forget it;'. 

(continued in Arabic) 

Israel's policy as a 1rhole, its refusal to recognize the inalienable rishts 

of the Palestinian peoples and the justice of the Arab cause, and its 

obstinate refusal also to consider the arguments raised against its 

stand lead us to believe that the positions it takes are based on the 

very same definitions given by Vorster for the South African positions. 

I shall not go into theoretical or philosophical disquisitions here on 

the principle that the asreement of the countries of a single region is 

not necessary in order to make that zone a nuclear-weapon-free zone, but 

I 1-rill say that the specific situation prevailing in Africa and in the 

11iddle !~ast mal>.es such a theory valid because Israel and South Africa are 

not ordinary States in those regions. Each is based on aggression and on 

the theory of the supremacy of the strongest, on which their constitutions 

and their legal institutions rest. Therefore, their acceptance of the 

two regions as nuclear-weapon-free zones and their obedience to the will 

of the international community represented by the United Nations must be 

considered a prior condition for the implementation of the principles 

endorsed b~r the entire world, which call for the Middle East and South 

Africa to be declared nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

Paragraph 65 of the Final Document states: 
11It is imperative, as an integral part of the effort to halt and 

reverse the arms race, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

The goal of nuclear non-proliferation is on the one hand to ~revent 
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the emerc;ence of any additional nuclear--veapon States besj des the 

existinc; five nuclear-weapon States, and or! the other progressively 

to reduce and eventually eliminate nuclear weapons al toe;ether. ;; 

But this implies obli[;"ations and responsibilities for the nuclear~· 

weapon States and the non~-nuclear~veapon States equally. The forrner 

conm,it themselves to put a stop to the nuclear weapons race and to disarr'l 

ancl irflplement the principles contained in the pertinent parae;ra:rJhs of the 

present Final Document. And all States commit themselves to avoid 

and prevent the proliferation of nuclear wecpcns. 

In the light of the principles contained in the parae;raph I have 

quoted and of the resolutions I have mentioned concerning the HidcUe East, 

may I ·VJonder aloud -vrhether Israel has in fact complied 1·ri th those 

principles and resolutions, or has - as He all knovr it has .. redoubled its 

efforts to acquire nuclear ueapons as has its ally in the south of 

Africa, each applying the policy of hegemonism in the region in uhich 

it is situated. 

The vTOrld press brings us news daily of the Israeli nuclear armament 

and of co-.operation betw·een Israel and South Africa. Research and studies 

have been conducted on tt.ese matters that have certainly not been nnn 

over looted in United rTa.tions documents. Dr. Fouad-Eabur, in his book 

Israel and Nuclear vTeapons, has pointed out what Has revealed in a 'rime 

magazine article of 12 April 1976 entitled, ;;Hmr did Israel Obtain the 

Bomb?;;, wherein it -vras indicated that Israel's nuclear programme, as 

defined in the first years of that country's existence has been followed. 

Houever, a ne>-r system \vas added for the refining of uranium from phosphates 

mined in tr,e Negev, as well as another for the producin::,; of heavy 1vater 

for use in the reactors. The Atomic Energy Agency of Israel 1vas created 

by a special committee and is attached to the Israeli rlinistry of Defence. 

In the 1950s a number of nuclear States gave all types of assistance 

to Israel for the implementation of its nuclear proe;rallll'1.e. After the 

1956 Suez 1-rar Israel took the decision to continue the building of its 

Daimona reactor. I need not go into the details of the aid received by 
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Israel or speak of the reasons that have led many countries to co-operate 

vrith it. In 1964 the Dai!'lona reactor vas started up, and uhen its 

existence was discovered the Israelis invented a story to the effect that 

it uas a textile plant in the Negev Desert. This vras a complete farce about 

Jeuish specialization in the textile industry, and it was mentioned 

by Robert Harl~avy in a book entitled Spectre of a Hiddle Eastern Holocaust. 
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::'be I~ennedy A:luinistration pressed Israel because of the existence of the 

L:~d.Yonr. reactor, anc<. finally Israel obtained rockets, in order to hold back on 

t.te: JJ:.nufacture of urani-tJ.m and the o:reration of its reactor. 

Israel bas 8lso rroduced the "Jericl1o" ballistic rocket e.lso lmmm as 

the l ijj-\~0. Israel has launched a car:liJ<o.ign to convince Hor ld public opinion 

that it viJ l not be the first to u::o e nuclear l!eapons in the l-1iddle East, at a 

tiLce when the ~aii:l_ona reactor Has just bec;innine: to function. May I cite here eee 

na a parcv~raph from the boolc by Robert Harl-:f'."Y rerre.rdi~1r" the functionin: of the 

Dail:'ona reactor: 

(spoke in Bn~lish) 

" it has a pmrE:r output of around 16 Eleg8.w-atts vrith a potential 

rlutonium output at low band up to an equivalent of around 1.2 Hiroshii'la

si ze 20 ldloton nuclear ueapons per year. 11 

(continued in Arabic) 

'I'he ne~;:t stac;e that follmrecl the 1967 decision led to the setting up of 

a 11lutonium separation plant, ".-rhich vms coPpleted in 1969. On 5 Hay 1968, 

Der Snier:el J,!UblishecJ an article, basing itself on authorized sources, saying 

that Israel possessed a nunilier of completed bombs. On 18 July 1970 and on 

5 October 1971, The Nevr York Times confirmed that, if Israel did not possess 

nucJ ear -vreapons, it did at least possess the necessary elei'lents to manufacture 

bornbs, anc1 had carried out the necessary studies and preparations to manufacture 

bombs in case of emerc;ency or crisis. 

The statement by a farner President of Israel, E. Katzir, vrho arrogantly 

ss.icl thnt Israel possessed a nuclear capability, confirms :o.ll the information nnn 

I have just r:1entioned. T'he Christian Science llonitor on 4 December 1967 

published the same infon1ation. As the Christian Science Honitor stated, 

several "Jericho" rocl~ets were produced every nonth. Robert ~=arl:'2.vy in his 

lloot stated: 

"If we presume that the Daimona reactor started to function in 

1964 or 1965, and if its capacity vras of 26 mee;awatts, a 20-kilowatt 

lJo!'lb vhic!1 needs 8 h:c; of plutoniur,,_ to be effective, we can conclude 

that tlle r)roduction of bombs by Israel ar.,ounted to l or 2 bombs per 

year over the last 12 ye8.r'·3." 
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After all this, the leaders of the Zionist group and their friends in the 

world - at the head of which stands the United States - have offered different 

theories, such as the theory of nuclear balance in the 1·1iddle East put forward 

by l1obert Tucker and Stephen Cozen, and this serves a t1vo-fold purpose. One is 

to justifY Israel's atomic programme and, secondly, to exercise pressure ar.d 

blaclanail on the American authorities, in order to persuade the authorities in 

Washington to allow Israel to make more sophisticated 1veapons. After the CIA 

announcement and after the article published by Time magazine on this matter, 

statin~ that Israel had in fact manufactured 30 nuclear bombs in the course of 

the 1973 war, this was later confirmed by other sources. The Defence and Foreign 

Affairs Daily of 8 r'Iarch 1967 under the headline "CIA briefing confirms earlier 

reports 11 adds that these bombs have been stockpiled. somewhere in the Sahara and 

are ready to be used in case of need. 

With regard to the Libyan commercial aircraft that was buz ~ed and bombed, , 

it has been found that this occurred '\-Then the plane went near the silos 

containing those bombs; but Israel ploughed up the land and accused anyone 

who might have revealed this truth of being troublemakers and mucl\:rakers. 

This is to show Israel's efforts to maintain and stockpile nuclear weapons. 

This policy is based on the theory of the balance of terror - and nuclear 

terror at that. They are overlool;:ing the fact that the people of the region 

and people all over the world will one day have to face this open threat by 

creating means of verification and thus enforcing a balance in the situation. 

( suol:e in En~lish) 

"A nuclear balance of terror might even be the most likely route 

to stability in the Middle Eastern context. In a nuclear-free Middle East, 

Arab psychology would remain tied to the image of a positive and growing 

momentum." 

( continuec1 in /\rabic_) 

This is the Israeli logic. Israel adopts a well-rillown position regarding 

the proposals to create a nuclear-'\veapon-free zone in the Hiddle :Cast. Israel 

prefers the nuclear choice, despite the appeals made and despite the refutation 
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of the application of the theory of nuclear balance, the theory of ambicui ty and 

its alternatives, or the "bombs in the basement" theory of nuclear superiority. 

Having followed in the footsteps of the United States for many years, 

Israel has introduced the bomb in the Hiddle East, as South Africa has done 

in Africa. But Israel bears the greatest res:oonsibili ty in these r,1atters, 

and it becomes clear that this proliferation ancl disse111ination of nuclear 

weapons can only lay upon nuclear-vreapon States a tremendous responsibility 

which they will have to shoulder if anythinc: occurs. It is the nuclear-vreapon 

States which must ensure the non-proliferation of those nuclear 1reapons, and 

it is they that must guarantee the survival of the countries in the region. 

He are not overlooking the threat to international peace and security 

inherent in the irresponsible practices that are left unpunished. Security in 

the Middle East depends to a large extent on security in the llediterranean and 

i in the Indian Ocean, which in turn depend on security in Europe and in Asia, 

1n a 1vord, on international peace and security. Therefore the theory of the 

balance of terror must be rejected as a basis for international relations. 

Today the world is clamouring for a policy of detente, yet vre see that 

the Zionist entity has chosen the nuclear alternative and seeks allies to 

break the isolation to which its policies of a~gression have condemned it. 

The major ally of Israel is the apartheid group in southern Africa. United nations 

research and studies have shoHn the very close relationship and co-operation that 

exist between these two countries in all fields, particularly the nuclear and 

military. As far as I am concerned, it is sufficient merely to recall the 

contents of the report of the Special Connnittee on Apartheid, 

document A/31/22/ Add. 2 of 13 September 1976, entitled "Relations betw~en Israel 

and South Africa", to have these arguments borne out, as well as the book 

"The l'Tuclear Axis" by Barbara Roc;ers and Zdenel<: Cervenka. 

I would refer the Committee also to a reference in newsweek to a book, 

"Israel and South Africa" by Stephen Richards and El-Messirid. llay I also refer 

it to the Star of Johannesburr: of 30 Harch 1977, the Financial Times of 

7 August 1967, the Hashington Post of 8 July 1975 and The New Yorl~ Times of 

18 August 1976. Suffice it to quote Robert IIarlw:vy in his book 1rhich I have 

already mentioned: 
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1'There is one other possible use for Israel's nuclear technolog;>', 

however, admittedly highly conjectural, and that is as a diplomatic 

bargaining chir1 ... there are possibilities for Israel, ho>-rever ~ 

dangerous and perhaps counter productive, of using the threat of 

transfer of nuclear technology or even of finished atomic vreapons 

to other nascent or aspiring forces to 1>rard off or counter internal 

pressures. 

"In 1976, for example, there were indications (engendered by the 

well-publicized trip of Prime Minister Vorster to Israel, among other 

things), of a growing Israel-South African military nexus. 17 

(continued in Arabic) 

Robert Harkavy goes on to say that this co-operation behreen Israel and 

South Africa is full and comprehensive, since Israel possesses the 

experience and the capacity to produce 1-reapons, whereas South Africa 

possesses the greatest reserves of uranium. Apart from this nuclear 

co-operation, everybody knows about the sale of Kafir aircraft and 1:Reshefn 

rockets and the exchange of mercenaries. Despite the scope of the 

international dialogue trueing place on the non-proliferation of nuclear 

weapons, despite the danger inherent in the stockpiling of nuclear weapons, 

despite the -vrarnings reGarding co-operation between Israel and South Africa, 

despite the positions adopted by the two regimes on matters of interest 

to the third world, the full dimensions of the problem of Israel's nuclear 

weaponry and the threat inherent in it have not been understood. We do 

not believe that the nuclear-weapon States have been able to stop Israel 

or South Africa from acquiring nuclear veapons, and therefore they have not 

been able to put an end to the proliferation of nuclear weaponry. Now 

that the Non .. Proliferation Treaty Review Conference is near we must -vrarn 

the world of this dan~er. It is a danger that could lead to a very rapid 

proliferation of nuclear weapons. The international community has in 

theory and almost in practice accepted the role the nuclear-weapon States, 

particularly the United States and the Soviet Union, will have to play in 

this matter. 
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Tl'e Final Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly 

rJp\roted a number of paragraphs to this vPry concept, 1-rhich has been 

reiterated in many interm:.tional conventic"1.s. I;uring the tenth special 

session a nunber of delecations strPssed the importance of the agreement 

on the> non-proliferation of strategic vrea]Jons concluded by the Soviet Union 

and the United States, and the repercussions of that agreement on international 

peace and security. 

liy delegation has stressed the res]Jonsibility of these t1ro States, 

particulEtrly in the 11iddle East, not only because l·re vant the Hiddle East 

to be declared a nuclear-weapon-free zone, but in order to eliminate the 

specific conditions that endanger peace, stability and security in the 

diddle East and thus make it necessary for other countries of the region 

to seek to acquire nuclear 1-reapons. 

The international community itself must impose its will on Israel and 

force it to accept the safeguards and guarantees of the International 

Atomic Energy Agency. This is essential to any efforts to make the Hiddle 

East a nuclPar-"l·reapon-free zone. 

In the r!liddle East and in Africa the nuclear countries must assume their 

responsibilities in accordance with the provisions of the Charter anct the 

international conventions they have signed. These countries must exert 

pressure on the racist regimes in Tel-Aviv and Pretoria and any other 

similar regime to stop them acquiring nuclear Heapons. They must also 

put an end to the supply of nuclear and fissionable material that may be 

used for two different purposes. The system of international guarantees 

provided for in the non-Proliferation Treaty must be complied vrith, as 

must that of the IAEA, and these must be imposed on those regimes. 

The nuclear Pmrers must give negative guarantees not to use nuclear 

weapons against States which have acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

Other appropriate guarantees and safeguards must also be defined and 

applied to put an end to any and all nuclear threats directed against 

non-nuclear-weapon States. Once the necessary precautions and safeguards 

have been adopted the conditions conducive to the establishment of nuclear

weapon-free zones vrill exist and co-operation among the members of the 

international community 1-rill have begun. It should be borne in mind that 

injustice gives rise to hatred, and hatred in turn calls for vcn~eance. 
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Pl'Ople 1 s Eerulll:i.c of Benin '.vill today, es it has in the past , at tempt to 

contrib1..:.tc> to the heart of its ability to the solution of a pro't'~.em 

that the entire vorld is unanimous in recognizing as important and as 

,.me th:<t. r•1.ust L;e d.efin:i.tivt>ly solved in the interests of all meJlldnd. 

t}ll'·;iuusly, the frequently demonstra-ted arrogance of the ma,ior Festern l'o'·'C'r~· 

might lf'cld us to resarcl. as futil.-- attClhPts by certsin small countries l:il(tCO ·ny own 

to contribute to tl1:i.s solutioll ~ non-participants as ve are in t.he insensate 

competition in •·rhich thf' great Povrers and their proteges arf' cn~~'.~Pd to 

create instruments of violent death. 

Of course, it is becoming more difficult each day to contribute any 

fundamentally nev elements to a lengthy debate in which every aspect of the 

problem has alreFtdy been studied in every possible >·ray and in -vrhich every 

:i.mag:i_nable realistic solution has been put forvrard, without any sign of success. 

\Te cannot, however, stand idly by and accept the role of potential and 

innocent victims that the great Pm·rers, nuclear and non-nuclear alike, are 

attempting to impose upon us. 

The people of Benin, in any case, feel themselves in no -vray bound to serve 

as martyrs or as lambs led to the slaughter. Our people have no intention of 

remaining s:i_lent and passively alloving themselves to be murdered in cold 

blood by those very POIHTS Hhich? for their ovrn sPlfish interests, have transformed 

our globe into a jungle in -vrhich might is right. 

Just as in the past 'ive have never resigned ourselves to foreign domination 

and exploitation, just as in the very recent past we rPsolutPly OIJposed any 

attempt at colonial reconquest, so today 1·Te shall continue to speal<;: out -v1ithin 

this world Organization until the irresponsible gamP in which the great 

Po-vrers are engaged has been brought to an end, a game the cost of vrhich is today 

being borne by the peoples of the developing countries but may be borne by the 

entire human race tomorrm·r. 
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Nor does the delegation of the People's Republic of Benin have any 

intention of engaging in a rhetorical exercise or of participatinG in a 

ritual ceremony, still less of uttering incantations intended to conjure up some 

k:i.nd of inevitable fate. Such has been the impression gained from nParly a 

month of general debate in this Committee on the control of vre:cpons aild on 

disarmar'lent. Unless the major Povrers can be made fin9lly to eccept their 

individual responsibilities by returning to the path of honoUl· and justice) 

our delegation will feel impelled to unmask their manoeuvres so that all the 

:peoples of the world uho love peace and justice in freedom and independence 

may clearly identify those 1>1ho bear the true responsibility. 
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Every delegation that has spoken in this room before us, without exception 

has proclaimed the purity of its Government's intentions in the matter of 

international peace and security. Nevertheless, since the beginning of this 

thirty-fourth session, regular troops, on the orders of legal Governments, have 

intervened in other independent countries, violating the sovereignty of those 

States, preventing the peoples from enjoying the fruits of their just social 

struggles and sacrifices, ~c~~ittinc ~cts of rrovoc~tion ~nd Q[grescion and 

occupying the territories of other peoples because of their own superior strength. 

Control of nuclear weapons, as well as general disarmament, has become by 

force of circumstances one of the central elements of the policy of the People's 

Rep1mlic of Benin. It is only because it is a small country concerned more with 

overcoming its under-development than with arming itself and dominating others 

that my couilt ry has a vi tal interest in the struggle for strict and effective 

control over nuclear and conventional weapons until we can arrive at the lowest 

level of equilibri urn and work out more effective machinery for bringing about 

general and complete disarmament. But on this subject the arguments of our 

delegation obviously cannot be exactly the same as those of many other delegations 

here, which s:rea}~ on behalf of heavily arnecl Ste.tes uhich are potential 

users of those weapons. 

l''Y country, as I said before, is a small developing country which can rightly 

be considered unarmed and as representing no danger to disarmament, but >vhich may 

become the victim of militaristic and belligerent States. 

Similarly, at times we plead just as much with our hearts as with our minds; 

therefore members of this Committee may forgive us for being less dispassionate, 

less eloquent, less general and perhaps less technical in what we say, but, above 

all, more passionate, more anxious to avoid the trap of the abstractions of 

certain ideological, moralistic and pseudo-pacificist dialectics. We are 

fundamentallY attached to the presentation of a rational analysis of a 

phenomenon that certain people are interested in persuading us possesses its 

own dynamics, independent of political will, because our objective is to 

reveal the true reasons for the present inaction of the international 

community and the good or bad faith of each party. 
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In December 1969 the proclamation of the First Disarmament Decade indicated 

awareness of the danger posed to mankind if an end was not put to the folly of 

the arms race, as well as the real -vrill of the international community to acquire 

specific means of struggling against the proliferation of those weapons of 

mass destruction and in that way to preserve our world from a new holocaust, 

which, after so many years of futile debate, seemed likely to be the last one. 

Pursuing this concern still further, in Hay and June of 1978, the General 

Assembly, at its tenth special session, after having defined a Programme of 

Action, reorganized the old deliberative, negotiating and study bodies and 

created new ones, expressly invited the First Committee to occupy itself in 

the future only with questions of disarmament and related questions of 

international security. For, between these two initiatives, the production and 

proliferation of nuclear, chemical, bacteriological and other weapons of mass 

destruction had paradoxically, increased and the risk of the last world war 

had grown dangerously. 

Today, approximately 15 months after that second initiative, which we 

believe to be a historic one, almost every statement made every day for over a 

month in this Committee has clearly shown that the frustrations, anxieties and 

terror of peoples have no reason to come to an end in the face of the apparent 

incapacity of our Organization and of its General Assembly to do anything but 

utter prayers and other incantations through resolutions without practical effect 

while millions of United States dollars continue to be spent every day on 

increasing the instruments of sudden death. 

An objective look at the past few years certainly reveals some procress in the 

field of arms control, as well as in that of disarmament, since there is reason to 

be gratified by the conclusion of a dozen or so agreements. The Non-Proliferation 

Treaty, concluded in 1968, to 1-1hich only 110 States Members of the Organization 

have to date adhered, has more or less played its part as indispensable machinery 

for preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons. Also, an effective Treaty 

was finally signed following negotiations on the denuclearization of the sea bed, 

as was as a Convention prohibiting bacteriological, biological and toxin weapons. 

GenerallY speaking, serious efforts have been made multilaterally to limit the 
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military use that might be made of all the latest advances in high level 

technology. 

Furthermore, the work within the framework of the Strategic Arms Limitation 

Talks (SALT) betveen the United States and the Soviet Union has fundamentally 

fulfilled our expectations since it resulted in the vital SALT II agreement 

betvreen those two States. 'I'he People and Government of Benin warmly welcome the 

conclusion of that agreement in spite of certain concern vith regard to its 

ratification in vie1-1 of the tergiversations and agitations which, in certain 

quarters preceded or followed its conclusion. It cannot be denied that this is the 

outstanding achievement in a decade rich in futile activities and declarations, 

because throughout this period the development in the quantity and quality of 

nuclear vreapons and the degree of sophistication attained by conventional weapons 

has never been more evident. It would even appear that annual expenditures on 

armaments increased from $US 200 billion to $US 450 billion in the space of 

10 years, while only $US 23 billion a year was devoted to international assistance 

during the same period. Obviously, in practice the connexion between disarmament 

and the search for international peace and security has never been made. 

An influential delegation to the Organization even attempted, in this very 

Committee to justify this state of affairs during the first week of our debate 

by explaining that 
7

' a revolution in i''2n 7 s thinldn,r.- is indispensable so that nations 

consider their security as a function of the reduction of the weapons 

which in the past were often the only means they had of ensuring their 

security". 

Of course, the aspiration of States to protect their sovereignty and to promote 

their internal security is understandable and legitimate, but every day facts 

show that it is not this legitimate aspiration that threatens international 

peace and security. And that delegation, in our view is also seeking to sow 

confusion 1-lhen it pretends to believe and tries to make us believe that all States 

arm themselves only for the defence of nations. 1~at nation do they want to defend, 

and what nation did they defend by manufacturing, arming themselves with 
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and using cluster bombs, fraementation bombs and other anti-personnel weapons in 

1972, 1973 and 1974? It was obviously not the legitimate leaders of the so often 

martyred Vietnamese people, who had armed themselves for the defence of the 

Vietnamese country and nation. 

How does what is happening now in Guantanamo, in the independent and free 

Republic of Cuba and in Central Africa, which is tantamount, in our opinion, to 

deliberate provocation of the peoples of those countries, contribute to the 

security of any nation? 

Of course, the Latin adage "If you want peace, prepare for war" dies hard, 

but it is obvious that it is not we who are perpetuating this, we, the small 

progressive countries, naturally devoted to the international peace and security 

which are indispensable to our development; it is not our States that, while 

waiting for this hypothetical "revolution in thinking" to take place of its 

own accord, are preparing and organizing wars of aggression, exporting weapons and 

political and military hegemonism to southern Africa, the Hi<'ldle East, the 

Caribbean and so on; the list is not exhaustive. 
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l'n1at about the bad faith of certain great Powers? Today, one could 

ur.i.te several long books consisting of the resolutions and other documents of 

our Organization which are related to the control of arms and to disarmament, and 

:v-hicll have still not been put into practice, or barely so. 

The nuclear llon~Proliferation Treaty is, in spite of everything, regarded 

today in Africa and the Middle East as a fools 1 bargain. The overwhelming 

majority of our States have in fact adhered to it, in spite of the risk of 

political and military blackmail entailed in the continuation by the racist and 

fascist minority regime in South Africa and by the Zionist State of Israel of the 

developPJ.ent of their nuclear armament programme, with the lmowledge and in the 

sight of all. In so doing, some of our States have placed their confidence in the 

c;oocl faith of certain great influential Powers in this Organization which would be 

able to nip in the bud this defiance, which greatly endangers not only fighting 

Africa, but the world as a whole. It would seem that this confidence vras ill

founded~ because it is those same great Powers which, net content with tolerating 

and actually objectively encouragine; the arrogance of the racist and fascist 

minorities and of the Zionists in their constant defiance of the resolutions and 

other relevant decisions of the international community, thus harming the 

credibility of our Organization, have directly and indirectly by means of private 

companies been actively providing these States with indispensable nuclear patents 

and nuclear plants. In this way they have placed themselves in open opposition to 

the objectives of the Treaty and by their deeds have rejected even before they 

existed the conclusions of the United Nations Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration with 

South Africa, contained in document S/13157, dated 9 March 1979. 

As to the Treaty on the complete banning of nuclear tests, it has not yet 

become reality after a quarter of a century of discussion. There is serious 

cause for concern about hopes for an early conclusion to such discussions when one 

considers that there have been 48 nuclear explosions during the course of 1978. 
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Tl1e Treaty on the total prohibition of the production, stocl~:pilinc: and ust: of 

chemical weapons, as Hell as the destruction of existing stocks, has suffered a 

similar lacl;: of progress, despite the apparent unanimity of States in consideri:nr_:; 

it as 1m urgent and important mPasure within thP framework of disarmament. HPre, 

the lack of real political 1-rill seems to have been compounded by the difficulty 

of reconciling the fairly advanced nec;otiation between the tva military 

super-PoHers and the multilateral negotiations for which a mandate has been fl:i ven 

tu t-he ,-:omui:..L-::e on Disarmament, Everyone seems to agree on the universal scope 

of the corn.mi tl~1ent sought here, to the extent that everyone can easily acquire 

a weapon the technology for the manufacture of 1-rhich is very widespread, 

Lil~evrise - to avoid what threatens to be an endless listing of documents ~ 

a certain number of conventions or treaties on the non~use of nuclear force, 

against the installation of these weapons by the nuclear Powers, advocating the 

cessation of the production of fissile material and the cessation of the 

production of nerve gases as well as the destruction of stockpiles of such gases 

and so on, have finally, after years of fruitless discussion, been entrusted to the 

Committee on Disarmament, 

The need to control and reduce conventional weapons has in recent times been 

a constant concern of all peoples, whether their populations are great or small, 

whether they are developed or not, and whether they are technologically advanced 

or not, even when it has not been the concern of their States. 

The last two world wars, like the various wars of aggression and colonial 

reconquest of recent years, have been ivaged and continue to be waged with 

conventional weapons which have attained a degree of sophistication in their 

destructive capacity and their power to kill that continues to increase. vmy, 

then, has it never been possible to translate this fine unanimity into practice 

so that some bloodshed might be spared and the organized international community 

might justify its existence? 
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In truth, vre could e;o on indefinitely asl~ing questions about everythine; 

of lvhich the international community has become avrare, about everything that should 

have been decided and that has not been decided, about everything that should havP 

been cRrried c•ut and that has not been, and about rr:nny other declarations of good 

intent vhich havP naved the vay to that hell lvhere we are forced to live. 

All the evidence points to a deliberate stallin[l; here, and in the vievr of our 

delee;ation, this stalling was foreseeable in a world lvhere all events are related 

and where, even as I speak, the international situation is made more tense by the 

determination of imperialist and reactionary forces to endanger, for selfish 

interests, international peace and the security of small countries which have 

been practically stripped of the means of defending themselves. 

From our point of view, the -vrorld political situation is marl~ed at the present 

time by a fundamental contradiction which leads to the opposition of two classes 

of people. On the one hand there are the imperialist regimes and their capitalist 

n:onopolist associates which wage aggression agai:J.st peoples in order to dominate 

them, dominate and oppress them in order to exploit them, and exploit them for the 

satisfaction of their own selfish interests. On the other hand, we have the 

peoples of the world, whether or not they belong to the developed countries, who 

are struggling to be the sole masters of their natural resources and the fruits of 

their labour, and who ask only for peace and security in freedom" 

The main aspect of this contradiction is the strengthening of the camp of the 

forces of progress, a strengthening which one can clearly observe in the recent 

resolutions and other relevant decisions of the Organization of African Unity (OAU), 

the Non ~Aligned I.Iovement and the United Nations" 

Unfortunately, this tendency has given rise dialectically to a militarization 

that is growing every day in international political relations, since imperialism 

and reaction no longer shrink from violating openly and flagrantly the principles 

of our Charter by institutionalizing arrogance, threats and brute force as a 

mode of conduct thus endangering at the same time the prestige and credibility of 

our Organization as well as international peace. 
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Our delegation is among those which cannot interpret otherwise the thinly

veiled threats and certain recent brutal interventions by some States that are 

even represented in this Committee. These are threats addressed to sovereign 

peoples to prevent them from exercising their just sovereignty over their natural 

resources, and interventions designed to prevent these peoples from taldnc; chare;e 

of their own destiny. 

He live in a world where more than a billion people are suffering from hunger 

and malnutrition 9 where a quarter of the children born in developing countries 

die before they are five years old, and where among the three quarters who survive, 

most suffer a diminished vitality as a result of insufficient food~ we live in 

a world where almost a billion people are illiterate and in spite of all the 

progress which might have been expected in education it is to be feared that 

illiteracy is maldng further inroads among their children~ we live in a world 

-vrhere the average life expectancy in the under developed countries, vrhich are 

euphemistically called today "developing countries 11
9 is nearly 20 years less 

than in the v.Jestern countries, where a third of the population enjoys more than 

three quarters of the world's income. 

In such a world, can one regard as an excessive demand the simple wish to be 

the master of one's own natural resources, even if these do include ~etroleum 9 

and to enjoy the fruits of one's own labour? Certainly not. 

But this is not the opinion of certain States subject to the capitalist 

bourgeoisies. This is not the view of the multinational companies which now 

operate in parallel with those States with -vrhich they share the task of giving good 

or bad marks, stabilizing and strengthening here the racist and fascist 

dictatorships of sourthern Africa and elsewhere, contributing there to the 

economic stifling and destabilization of popular regimes, even sometimes resorting 

to armed intervention by regulars or mercenaries, when all their other schemes 

are not sufficient. In the view of the imperialist and reactionary forces, the 

peoples of the world have the right only to behave peacefully while they are 

being exploited and repressed. 
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The deler;ation of the People's Republic of Benin, in presenting its analysis, 

speaks 1vith a lmowledge of the facts, since its country has directly 

experienced this very situation, and physically suffered from it. 

It was a Sunday morning, 33 and a half months ago, on 16 January 1977. A 

horde of drugG;ed mercenaries armed to the teeth committed cowardly aggression 

against the peaceful people of Benin while they were engaged in the tasks of 

national construction and production. Our people were armed with nothing but 

their enthusiasm, and an unshakable faith in the course of honour and 

dignity. This is a course we have followed since 26 October 1972, when we 

decisively threw out the lackeys of those who were serving the will of the 

imperialists in our country. 

Our people also believed naively in the professions of faith of certain 

great Powers, the type of profession of faith that our delegation has been hearing 

here for a month, in which they acknowledge, among other things, the inalienable 

right of peoples to choose for themselves a mode of development adapted to 

their objective and subjective needs, as well as the sovereignty over all their 

natural resources. 

Our people almost fell victim to its own excessive confidence in the capacity 

of the international community co apply the principles of the Charter of our 

Organization and in the political will of certain great Powers in the West to 

adhere to this in practice. 
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Our countrymen, armed with clubs and scythes, had to fight against the 

internationally recruited and organized outlaws, uho ivere armed 1vi th 

sophisticated weapons by the forces of reaction Fhich Fanted tn carry out ~ 

war of colonial reconquest against our country. Happily, our patriotic armed 

forces triumphed and in spite of their outmoded 1reapons cmd numerical 

inferiority their valour and exemplary spirit of self-sacrifice obliged the 

mercenary army to flee after three hours of murderous combat. 

Supposing for a moment that \vP had not had this minimum of self--dPfence 

to repel the aggressive mercenaries, our people Hould have been 

massacred, our country would have been recolonized, our liherty ancl our 

independence would have been taken m-ray from us once again, to the profit 

of the sordid interests of the imperialists. 

If, on Sunday, 16 January 1977, our country had had an anti-aircraft 

defPnce system, modern fighter aircraft and other sophistice.tecl vreapons the plane 

carrying the mercenaries vould not have been able ivith impunity to overfly 

its air space,terrorizing the people of the town of Cotonou. That plane 

1-rould not have been able to take off and disappear mysteriously, and the 

delegation of Benin -vrould immediately have had further proof in order to 

confound the delegations of certain accomplice States which, ln bad faith, 

have tried to prevail upon our Organization to doubt the actual fact of the 

aggression itself. 

The People's Republic of Benin was therefore forced by threats against 

its security to seek the most effective means of protecting its people. If 

we had to divert some of our meagre resources ivhich had been reserved for 

economic and social development for the purposes of self-defence, it was 

the forces of imperialism and reaction vhich imposed that upon us and 

continue to do so, just as they did on the morrou of the Second i'!orld \:Tar 

on the socialist countries of Europe and as they have done and continue to 

do on the progressive and anti-imperialist regimes in Latin America, Asia 

and Africa, -vrhi ch they force to arm themst-,1 ves and to Sl Pl: costly military 

means of self-defence and protection. 

It is on the following that our deler;ation wishes to lny stress in this part 

of our statement: firsto over-armament at the present time is essentially linked, 
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from all standpoints, with the manoeuvres of the international ir.1perialists 

which are constantly perfecting their means of political domination and 

economic exploitation; secondly,and consequently, the arms race derives 

directly from the threats of aggression of the imperialists, w·hich themselves thus 

create the psychological conditions for it; thirdly, the aspirations of 

States to protect their sovereignty and to promote their security is perfectly 

understandable and logical; 1•That are not are the confusine; tactics aimed at 

leavine; the impression that all States are only arming themselves to 

protect their sovereie;nty. 

As all the world lmovrs and as the great Pmiers scrupulously avoid 

mentioninG, one of the basic reasons for the virtual standstill of current 

efforts to achieve disarmament, is, the fact that the industry of death 

is flourishing in the capitalist \Vest, where it is earning enormous profits 

for individuals, bringing employment to thousands and thus resolving 

certain socio.l problems posed by the greatest crisis which capitalism has 

ever known, that of unemployment. It is also bringing about the reconversion 

of certain types of industry, while posing a serious problem in the present 

economic situation, which is obviously not at all to the liking of everyone. 

All these considerations lead us to reaffirm, as vre did a year ago, 

the fact that as long as we continue to deal with all the problems of 

disarmament and refuse obstinately to link them with their causes, our 

results will continue to fall far short of reality. He must have the courage 

to face facts, and try to struggle together to liquidate the objective causes 

of the arms race so that the task entrusted to our Committee by the entire 

Organization will be facilitated. Otherwise, the end of the second Decade 

1-rill find us once again at almost the same point. 

For the people and Government of Benin, then, disarmament has a v~ry 

clear significance: it means a world of security, free from the precarious 

balance of terror; a world where the survival of the human race will be 

finally guaranteed, and the renunciation of force will become a fact. It also 

means a vorld where the political vrill of States will make it possible to build 

mutual trust to take the place of the distrust and suspicioru -vrhich are the 

general rule at present. It means, finally and above all, a world free from 
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the exploitation of man by man, 1vhere the necessary resources will be made 

available for the more rapid economic and social development of peoples, 

thus putting into effect a new international economic and political order 

and ensuring a good life for the peoples. 

The First Committee will in the next few days exm,rine a certain number 

of draft resolutions coverin~ the various aspects of disarmament. Pending 

an opportunity to express our view specifically on each of these 

our delegation can now say that all draft resolutions the objective of 

which is disarmament for peace and development >vill win our sympathy and 

our active support, whatever the sponsorship may be. In particular, \·TP shall 

support actively the draft declaration on international co-operation 

for disarmament presented by the delegation of Czechoslovakia, a 

draft which we have studied uith great interest and vith uhich He w·ould no-vr like 

to express our sympathy. 

The strengthening of the principles of co-operation muong States can 

only foster progress in the field of disarmament, thus facilitating the 

implementation of the conclusions of the tenth special of the General Assembly, 

on disarmament. He think too that such co-operation should also assist in 

the solution of the global problems of development and of the economic and 

social progress of over-exploited countries such as our mm. 

In the same spirit and for the same purposes we shall also support the 

draft resolutions subr.ritted by the delegation of the German Democratic 

Republic concerning negotiations on disarmament and the various measures 

to be taken against the nuclear armament of South Africa. This last question 

concerns us particularly as a country in militant Africa, since South Africa 

is seeking to create the conditions for military and political blacl\:mail. 

The delegation of my country would like, in conclusion, to recall once 

again that all these draft resolutions vrill have effect only if cHsarmament 

in southern Africa means the cessation of the supply by certain \·/estern 

countries of arms and licences to manufacture arms to the facist and racist 

minority authorities of South Africa, because in the final analysis peace, 

security and the development of peoples are directly synonymous with the 

disappearance of the gangrene of aggressive regimes vhich are the enemies 

of the people and the instruments of destabilization. 
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In practice, as recommended explicitly by the United Nations Seminar 

on Nuclear Collaboration with South Africa, we should 

" ... adopt a mandatory decision, under Chapter VII of the Charter, 

to end all nuclear collaboration with South Africa, to require the 

dismantling of its nuclear plants and to warn the Pretoria regime 

that any efforts by it to continue its nuclear programme or to b~ild 

a uranium enrichment plant would result in further international 

action, including effective collective sanctions." (S/13157, p. 1) 

In our view, the hour of truth has come. The minority racists 

and fascists of South Africa will have nuclear weapons very soon. The great 

Powers, primarily the great Western Powers, will have to take a clear 

stand because our peoples will judge them more and more on their acts rather 

than on the basis of their homilies designed to lull our vigilance. 

Similarly, as regards the Indian Ocean, it must be made absolutely clear that 

disarmament cannot go hand in hand with floating or fixed bases with which 

the great Powers threaten the security of progressive regimes in the region. 

The Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace must be translated 

into reality. 

We reaffirm that in the Middle East, disarmament must mean the 

disappearance of a Zionist State, armed to the teeth and fundamentally 

expansionist, in order to create the objective conditions for the peaceful 

coexistence of all States in the region. 

For us in Benin also, disarmament in Asia means the withdrawal of all 

nuclear or conventional weapons, all troops and all other instruments of 

war maintained by the imperialists and reactionaries in the south of Korea, 

which maintain the division of the Korean people. Disarmament will mean the 

creation of favourable conditions for the reunification of that people. 

Of all the conditions necessary for that reunification the most important 

in our view is the signing of a global peace treaty aimed at eliminating 

any possibility of a further serious crisis. For the revolution, the 

struggle continues. 
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10 ye1~.rs have elapsed since the United Hat ions nroclaimed the Disarmr-ti"lent Decade. 

'l1hat 111·oclamation cave rise to 1:;reat hopes and enthusiasm amon,a; the peoples 

of tl1e uorld. Hmrever, those hopes have today given vray to disappointment 

and pessi, ois;,l as to 'v-hether mankind can go on living in peace 

and security. Indeed, the peoples of the Horld are nore avrare than ever 

of the clanc;ers threatenin:: their independence, sovereie;nty and very 

existence as nations and civilizations, for the plain truth is that 

the urrJJS race has become the overriding reality of our time. The danger 

c)f a uorld 1rar, far from havin[!; been >mrded off J seems more real than ever, 

althouc;h for the r,1oment 1mr has been limited to certain parts of the 

1mrlu -- Africa, South--:Cast Asia 9 and so on. In his annual report the 

Secretary~General of our Orc;anization mentioned this situation uith regard 

particularly to South~East Asia by statin[; that: 

''l'he situation uhich has folloued the lone:~ and cruel vmr in Indo--China 

11ot only threatens the peace and stability of South-East Asia; it could 
'I 

very 'rell also become a threat to Horld peace.' (A/3Lr/l, p. 5) 

'l'he fundamental cause of such a situation can be found only in the policy 

of llet,E,lOny and c;lobal or regional dcnination nmr prevailing in the vorld 9 

to 'rhich the countries and peoples of the third world in particular have 

fallen victim. All the peoples that love peace, justice and independence 

in the vmrld are today faced by this (jrave challenge of our time. They are 

very 1rell avrare that, while this hec;enonistic and expansionist ambition of 

those 11ho advocate such a policy persists, one cannot hope to put an end 

sol!lc clay to the unbridled arms race and the proliferation of nuclear weapons, 

an<J, eonsequently, the c 1 ear danger of a 1-rorld conflagration. The lessons 

leu_rned frm,l the Disarmament Decade leave no doubt as to the road on Hhich 

tbe -v10rld se-~i,s to have embarted. Suffice it to recall here that the expenditures 

on armaments have exceeded $400 billion a year) despite the pious wishes professed 

he·t·, n,l, therP ln favour of dis8Tmament, detente and international economic 

co--o1)eration. That undoubtedly constitutes a scandalous challen13e to mankind 

'r'Len billions of people languishing in misery and millions are continuing to die 

of hun:"er each year 9 particularly in the third uorlcl. 
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'l'oclay nuclear tests are 'Jroceedin;:; apace Emd stockpiles of nuclear weapon;:

are continuin-:; to L1erease lJoth in quantity and quality. At the 

same time" th::= manufacturers of so~,called conventional 1reapons are 

continuin;:; tl1rc:ir competition ln the development and the perfecting of all 

types of suc11 ueapons c:d a rate so far unequal led~ 

Ir;. these circumstances Democratic ;campuchea, Hhich participated in 

the tenth special session of the General Assembly of the United lTations, 

devoted to disarmament, cannot but note -vrith rec;ret the disappointing results 

in the inpleE1entation of the Proc;ramme of Action adopted at that session, 

uhicho incidentally, Has convened on the initiative of the non~aligned countries. 

~iy delec,ation HO'J.ld lite to take this opportunity to reaff:irm the 

position of its Govern_ment on this important question. He remain in favour 

of c;eneral anc complete disarmament. DeT!lOcro,tic Kampuchea is in favour of the 

total prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons and their complete elimination. 

Pending the realization of that objective, the:: nuclear countries must 

solennly co111Elit themselves not to use nuclear -vreapons against non-nuclear~ 

vreapon countries, in particular the members of the third vorld. He support 

the establishment of nuclear·~\reapon~free zones throughout the -vrorld and the 

just clai11 of the non-nuclear-weapon countries to have access to 

nuclear enerc;y for peaceful purposes. 

Hith regard to the so-called conventional ~-reapons, \·Te believe that all 

the countries of the third 1vorld must give this question particular attention. 

In my delegation 1 s viev, it is urc;ent and imperative that the necessary 

n1easures be taken to restrict such weapons in the interest of the international 

corr®unity, for past and present experience has shown that these weapons are no less 

dan~erous or lethal than nuclear 1-reapons. 
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J',:rutal rcali ty shovrs us that the peoples of the third 1vorld are daily 

fallinc:; victim to these 1veapons. And the case of Kampuchea is typical. 

In KaHJ.mcllea more than 500 _ 000 civilians have been massacred by these 

conventional vreapons, consistinc; of rifles, tanl;:s, cannons and planes 

used in the battlefield of i~ampucllea by the 220 _ 000 Vietnamese r:1ili tary 

a~gressors. In the course of these ten months of invasion, the Vietnamese 

hordes have created tens and hundreds of Oradours and Lidices. Hith every 

day that passes hundreds of thousands die. It is a l:nown fact that the 

Vietnamese ae;e;ressors do not need nuclear 1veapons to commit genocide 

aGainst our people. But ,,rhat \·Te want to stress here is that, in order 

to shatter the resistance of the r::a111puchean people a.gainst the 

Vietnamese invasion, the Hanoi authorities have used toxic chemical 

substcnces in :\:ampuchea in open and flagrant violation of international 

conventions in force prohibiting the use of such chemical veapons. 

Even before the invasion of December 1978 the Vietnamese ae;gressors 

i1ad already used them in the eastern region of Kampuchea, at ICratie > 

Ratanctiri and ICrel;;:. 

Today the Vietnamese armed forces of invasion continue to use them. 

I cite several examples. 

On 25 and 26 July 1979 Vietnamese planes sprayed toxic chenical 

Em!~ stances in Phnom Reachtorn[': in the northern part of '"iriron) in the 

province of Kompaong Speu, causinc; the death of eight persons and 

several cases of poisoning. 

On 5 and 6 SepteHber last they sprayed them on Andaune; 

rcaeL ancl. Th1'1ar Baing in the province of Koh Kong, causing 

th0 ~eaths of six persons and 10 serious cases of 

poisoning. 

On 1, 3 and 4 October last, they did the same thinrr 

lll t11e Hestern region of tlle province of Battambane;, fran Pailin to 

Foioet over a stretch of 100 kilometres. According to the first estimates, 

15 persons uied
1 

of uhich five Here ae;ed persons, tHo youths, and five children. 
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On 20 October 1979 Vietnamese planes carried out a similar oyceration over 

the districts of Chhouk and Koh Sla, in the province of Kampot, in the districts 

of Phnom Sruoc:':l. and Kong Pisei, in the province of I~or·l;?onc; Speu, and in the 

district of 'I'rarn. Kak in the province of Takeo, causing the deaths of three 

nersons and tl:e poisoning of 12 others. 

And finally, on 26 October 1979, they sprayed route 10, betueen 

Pain2' Hollirn and Pail in. Two children uere l~illed and 13 others vrere poisoned. 

In all the cases the effects and symptoms noted have been the followinc. 

The product used reTcains on the leaves of the trees. Any IJerson 1.rho breathes 

it in immediately becomes dizzy, collapses, vo:r1its blood, foams at the mouth 

and sints into the last stac;es and dies within 24 hours. As for the crops of 

rice, maize, beans and potatoes, they shrivel an<l die. 

The use of such weapons by the Hanoi authorities, apart fror,l being a 

flagrant violation of the conventions G"Overnine; this matter, shm.r the depth 

of cruelty and barbarism of this war of agsression and genocide unjustly 

inflicted upon the people of Kampuchea, which in the space of a mere 10 months 

has lost more than one million of its children - ldlled by massacres and 

famine - the latter engineered by the Hanoi Government in order to exterminate 

our people and annex our country. The 1.rorld and our Ore;ani zation owe it to 

themselves to put an end to this the most criminal and most cynical enterprise 

in the history of r·mnl:ind. 

To this end, it is urc;ent that the Hanoi authorities cease their 

ac;gression ar;ainst Kampuchea, >vithdravr all their armed occupation forces 

from Kampuchea and allow the people of Kampuchea to decide on their own 

future then1selves vrithout foreign interference, throue;h free elections by 

means of direct and secret ballotine; under the control of the United Nations. 
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1Ir. RBBELO m; AHDRADE (Portuc;al): There are perhaps fe1v forums, 

if anyo, vrithin the United Nations to compare with this one, uhere a common 

lan~uace conceals such profound differe~ces and opposine; interests which 

are so difficult to reconcile. An unwitting observer listenine; to the 

general debates on disarmament could easily be convinced that beneath 

all our declarations lies a Hill to achieve common measures in this area 

and that, except for nuances of thought, there exists a general 

m1derstandinc; regarding the means to be adopted in order to attain 

universal disarmament. 

Hov misleading this impression is" Once ve go beyond the sirn.ple 

enunciation of theoretical principles and of vaguely timed objectives, 

agreement ends; indeed, ue then arrive at a point at Hhi ch it is 

frequently only pu0sible to approve texts containing simple guidelines 

by confining ourselves to abstract, if not equivocal, declarations. 

He can see examples of this in some provisions of the Final Document 

of the tenth special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 

1\nd this is not all. Hhat has resulted from 34 years of discussions 

on disarmament, initiated vith the very creation of the United Nations, 

and from the mechanisms derived from such discussions? Allow me to 

paraphrase some comments made by certain delegations 0n this matter. 

vlorld-vide military expenditures, vhi ch in 1970 amounted to some 

:~5256 billion, currently are close to (~L~so billion, and the tendency to 

increase military expenditures has gro1m in the latter part of the 

1970s. '1'here were l!lore nuclear~weapon tests in 1978 ~ the year of the tenth 

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament ·~ than ln 

a11y year since 1970, and the number of tests in 1979 is likely to 

exceed the figure for 1978. And the arms race vhich ue are 1vitnessing 

has developed such a dynamic of its o-vm that every agreement in this 

fielcl ir,nnediately speeds up research in scientific areas not covered 

by it_ and any proe;ress is immediately offset by an advance in arms 

technology. 
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After 34 years of intensive discussions in the context of the United 

1Jations" the world~"l-ride arms buildup has reached such a level that man 

is able today literally to blov up the 1-rorld and_ to annihilate, by 

several Means, all of manldnd. 

~Jhile saying this, r0y delec;ation is not oblivious of the practical 

n1c:asures that have been taken to control armame'1ts. 'de are nmv- in the 

last ;year of the Disarmament Decade ancl can point, besides the entry 

into force of the Treaty on the Hon-~Proliferation of Nuclear vTeapons 9 to 

the conclusion of the Seabed Treaty and of the Convention Banning 

Dialogical and Toxic Heapons 9 as well as to the recent stratec;ic arms 

limitation treaty (SALT II) betvreen the United States and the Soviet 

Union. These achievements fell far short of the expectations of humanity o 

But they should not be nec;lected "" and particularly the last-mentioned -

as a means of paving the >·ray to further progress on the road to disarmament. 
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Ue should also bear in u1ind that, to a lo.rc.e extent, the proc,ress to uhich 

I a,lluded Has not obtained throut1-1 the United Hations, but resulte<.:, fror1 

long and intensive bilateral or Emltilateral contacts betueen the major 

Pouers. ~revertheless, it -vrould be a mist ate to underestimate the role of 

the United Nations in this connexion, as the 1,10uthpiece of the 1vorld 

conscience and as an instrument of moral pressure on the Powers on ~rhich 

clise,rmament mostly depends. He therefore consider as positive achieve1nents 

the holdinc, of the special session of the United l'Tations General Assenbly 

devoted to disarmament anu, in particular' the establishment of the 

Disarmament Commission as a deliberative body embracine: all !'ember States. 

'lie also hope that the 1ddenin~ of the composition of the General AsseL1bly 

nec;otiatinc body, the Comruittee on Disarmament, vill allmr more Hember 

States to ual;:e a direct contribution to disarmament issues and ue 

are particularly heartened by the announcenent by China of its intention to 

join next year in the activities of the Geneva body. Ho1vever, in the li:::,ht 

of coiilments made here by some merrtbers of the Conrnittee, it is still too early 

to malz:e forecasts about its future effectiveness. 

The first requisite on 1Vhich depend any significant auvances in the 

disarmalilent field is that of realisl!l and of willinc;ness on the part of the 

various Pm,rers to avoid mal;:ing suge;estions for si;!lple political t:;ain. 

Proposals that are fruitless from the start because they are desic;ned to 

provoke or exacerbate situations of imbalance of forces between States 

clearly do not enc;ender understandinc; behreen men or serve the cause of 

disarmament. Parac;raph 29 of the Final Document reads: 

"The ac1011tion of disarnament measures should tal;:e place in such 

an equitable and balanced manner as to ensure the right of each State to 

security and to ensure that no individual State or c;roup of States r''ay 

obtain advantac;es over others at any stage. At each stac;e the 

objective should be uncliu.inished security at the 1m-rest possible 

level of armauents and military forces". (General AsseNbly 

resolution S-10/2, para. 29) 

I . .. 
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l<Y dele:-;ation feels it is in tltis context that the auestion of 

disarma::-1ent in c;eneral r,mst be considered, Emcl thnt thus the asnects of 

nuclear clis8.rmar1ent ancl the levellinc; of conventional forces and 8Xl,1altLents 

are intimately associ8.tec1. It uill be iltlpossible to accol!lplish nuclear 

disarlnaHent in areas of the uorld uhere disequilibrium of conventional forces 

and arnanents has led a State or group of States to rely on nuclear 

armaments for their ovn defence. In the light of the situation prevail inc; 

in central Europe, therefore, He entirely subscribe to the view·s of the 

delegations l·rhich eElphasized the role of the Vienna necotiations on mutual 

and balanced force reductions as a means of ree.lizinc; substantial proc:ress 

in disarmament Questions. The satisfactory outcome of these negotiations can 

even be a condition sine qua non of any further progress in disarmament 

matters. 

Another problem that we can point to as a source of developments of 

transce:noental importance lS that of the total cessation of nuclear tests. 

Special responsibilities rest on the nuclear Pm-rers in disarnament Hatters, 

and the 1:1ost positive contribution that they can il<llllediately mal~e to the 

cause of disarmament would therefore be a treaty on a comprehensive test ban. 

Such a treaty - and my Government hopes that, e.fter an ac;reement betueen the 

Soviet Union, the United States and the United Kingdo!~l, all the other nuclear 

Povrers could adhere to it - woulc-;_ place, as has already been lJointed out, 

an im}Jortant moral constraint on the nuclear an1s competition, both vertical 

and horizontal, and vrould help to promote detente. ~!e fully understand, 

hmrever, the iElportance of the problem of verification. He express the uish 

that uays and 1neans be found in the short term to surmount it and are c;rateful 

to those na-tions uhicll are actively partici11atinc: in the Ad Iloc Group of 

Scientific :Cxperts created to establish a verification system based on the 

international exchane;;e of seismic data. 

The r,1ost relevant event that has occurred so far in the area of 

disarnament nec;otiations uas undoubtedly the sic;nine; ln Vienna of the 

Strate,c_::ic Arms Lir·1itation Treaty. Such an event uas an outstandinG; achievenent 

in itself anct_ ho.s c;iven wen neH reasons for ho1Je in other spheres. In creatine 

a frar.1e1rork of equality betueen tvro different strategic forces, the Treaty opens 

I .. . 
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the 1-my to c;reater reductions and to further qualitative restraints. lie 

believe therefore that, follolvins the ratifica,tion of the Treaty, new 

nec;otiations should be established in order to reach SALT III; and we hope, 

in particular, that these ne-vr nec;otiations \·Till cover the field of nuclear 

continental-rane;e ~1issiles. This issue, hmrever, as lllany other delegations 

pointed out, is linked to that of the balance of forces in Europe, on which 

I have already commented. 

Another matter my dele[Sation believes deserves a special corr1ment is that 

of verification. I have already alluded to it in connexion with.,. the efforts 

to reach a comprehensive test ban, in E'entioning the worl: of the Ad IIoc 

Group of Seisn1ic Experts. Dut I should like to tacl<:le the problen in a 

broader context. It will not be possible to control the arms race and adopt 

measures to initiate a disarmament process without confidence - confidence ln 

the reciprocal good faith of all the States concerned - and confidence 

presupposes the acceptance of measures of verification. The agreement reached 

by the SALT participants not to interfere l·rith their "national means of 

verification11 1vas a very important step fonrard. Eut this does not suffice 

and it is necessary to set up means of international verification, such as the 

International Atomic Enerc;y Ar,ency, in the field of peaceful nuclear activities. 

Ey country feels, therefore, that the sur,c;estion to establish an international 

satellite monitorinc; aQ;ency should be explored with faith and tenacity. Hay 

our desire to increase security through gradual c_isarmament surmount the 

financial and political obstacles that surround this proposal. 

1~'y delegation is mvare of the many other aspects of the question of 

disarmaElent, in particular the urc;ency to conclude a cher,lical weapons ban 

treaty, as well as a treaty prohibiting all radiological -vreapons; the need 

to strengthen the security of the non-nuclear-veapon States, through 

adequate assurances; the perils inherent in nuclear horizontal proliferation 

but, at the same time, the right of every State to have access to nuclear 

technolo:::y for peaceful purposes; the importance of nuclear--vreapon-free zones 

and of zones of peace; the advantac;e of a regional approach in the question 

of the transfer of conventional 1·reapons; the imperative of a treaty -prohibitinc; 

or restrictinc; the use of conventional weapons deemed to be excessively 
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injurious or to have indiscriminate effects. I do not feel, however, that at 

the present stage my delegation can add any further useful word to those vhich 

have already been said_ on these subjects. 

I shall confine nyself, therefore, to problems that my delec:ation considers 

as being fundamentel. But as ve think that it will not be possible to make 

important breakthrouc;hs on disarmament vithout further progress on the path 

of detente, I should still lH:e to stress the iLlportance we attach to 

confidence-building measures, both those being practised in Europe ln l~eepin,:; 

vith the agreement reached at the Conference on Security and Co-operation in 

Europe and the nev measures suc;(iested for the same purpose o \ve sincerely 

hope that the studies undertaken or to be undertaken by the United Ne.tions 

in this connexion will c;ive rise to important practical measures. 
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I should also ljke to mention a special aspect of the unstable situation 

prevailinG in the w·orld today. I refer to the grave economic and social problems 

of the underdeveloped ~ountries ~ problems that e.re a source of tensions 

and divisions ar10nc; nations that cannot but contribute to that i.nstability. It 

is my Government 1 s considered view thRt the resources devoted to their development 

and the measures aimed at creating a more just and equitable international 

economic 0rder are one of the most :i.mportant factors on vrhich detente depends. 

Genuine progress on the road to disarmament can only result from the 

combination of t1w factors: detente, on the one hand, and awareness of the 

dangers presented to us by the current level of arms, on the other. He must 

telieve that a continuing discussion of these problems 1-rithin the United Hations 

and within ever--broader sectors of public opinion '~vill produce the results 

necessary for the survival of hmaanity. This conviction must constitute a 

permanent stimulus to our 1vork.. 

The CHAI'Rl!AI~ ( ~n>::c:prc";;:.cction from Arabic): I should like to ask 

representatives \·Tho may uish to speak on draft resolutions as of tomorrow, 

6 Hovember, to inscribe their names on the speakers' list. 

The meetinr rose at 12.50 p.m. 


